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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 05/13/05 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-65 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 1-65 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Saxena et al. 
(USPN 6259449) in view of (USPN 6459441). 

Regarding claim 1, Saxena teaches a method comprising: displaying a first graphical user 
interface (GUI) on a display screen, the first GUI being associated with a program operatively 
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configured on a first computing device (col. 1 3 lines 47-54, Fig. 3 (302), Fig. 4 (400, 416), col. 8, 
lines 28-37 and Fig. 6 (600, 604)); and displaying a second GUI on said display screen over said 
first GUI; (col. 1, lines 54-57, col. 9, lines 52-59 and Fig. 5 (500, 504)), the second GUI being 
associated with a program (col. 1, lines 62-67 and col. 2, 1-4) operatively configured on a second 
computing device that is operatively connected to said first computing device (Fig. 3 (316), Fig. 
4, col. 4, lines 36-43 and col. 8, lines 32-37), and wherein said second GU is displayed on 
substantially the full screen of said display screen (col. 9, lines 60-63 and Fig. 5 (504)). In 
addition, Saxena teaches that the GUIs (500, 600, 700, 800) correspond to separate devices such 
as speakerphone (304), and answering machine (308) as shown in Fig. 3. 

Saxena does not teach "at least one identifier that identifies that said second GUI is not 
associated with said first computing device". 

Perroux teaches a computer program causing a formation of GUI objects, where each 
GUI object includes characteristics that distinguish its function from other functions within a 
group. See the abstract. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify Saxena' s communication programs to incorporate Perroux 5 s computer 
program for the purpose of distinguishing one graphical user interface (GUI ) object from 
another one. 

Regarding claim 2, Saxena teaches at least one of said first and said second GUIs is a 
desktop GUI associated with an operating system (col. 8, lines 8-25 and Fig. 3 (314)). 
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Regarding claim 3, Saxena teaches at least one of said first and said second GUIs is an 
application GUI associated with an application program (col. 7, lines 51-57 and Fig. 3 (312)). 

Regarding claim 4, Saxena teaches the second GUI is displayed in full screen mode on 
said display screen, such that none of said first GUI is visible to said user (col. 1, lines 47-61, 
col. 2, lines 1-7. It would have been obvious to utilize one of the communication functions in 
order to display extension panel screens overlapping the first interface screen). 

Regarding claim 5, Saxena teaches at least one identifier is selectively displayed for a 
defined period of time and then no longer displayed until reactivated (col. 2, lines 1-7, col. 8, 
lines 48-61 and col. 14, lines 9-13. It would have been obvious to utilize one of the 
communication functions to assign an interval of time over which a display takes place). 

Regarding claim 6, Saxena at least one identifier is reactivated after a defined period of 
time expires since said at least one identifier was last displayed (col. 2, lines 1-7, col. 8, lines 48- 
61 and col. 14, lines 9-13. It would have been obvious to utilize one of the communication 
functions to reactivate after an elapse of a predetermined time). 

Regarding claim 7, Saxena teaches at least one identifier is reactivated after the user 
causes a pointing device controlled cursor to enter into a defined region of said second GUI (col. 
2, lines 1-7, col. 8, lines 48-61 and col. 14, lines 9-13. It would have been obvious to utilize one 



Application/Control Number: 10/087,552 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2674 

of the communication functions to reactivate after an elapse of a predetermined time (col. 3, lines 
57-60 and Fig. 2 (222, 220)). 

Regarding claim 8, Saxena teaches at least one identifier is reactivated after the user 
causes a pointing device controlled cursor to enter into a defined region of said second GUI and 
said cursor remains in said region for a definable period of time (col. 2, lines 1-7, col. 8, lines 48- 
61 and col. 14, lines 9-13. It would have been obvious to utilize one of the communication 
functions to reactivate after an elapse of a predetermined time (col 3, 57-60, Fig. 2 (222, 220)). 

Regarding claim 9, Saxena teaches at least one identifier is selectively displayed based on 
at least one user keyboard input (It would have been obvious to utilize Saxena' s communication 
functions for the purpose of identifying graphical user interfaces corresponding to different 
extension panel display screens; Fig. 2 (222, 221) and col. 3, lines 55-60). 

Regarding claim 10, Saxena teaches at least one identifier is selectively displayed by said 
program operatively configured on said second computing device (Fig. 3 (304, 306, 308, 310, 
312, 314) and col. 4, lines 31-41). 

Regarding claim 11, Saxena teaches at least one identifier includes information 
identifying said second computing device (Fig. 3 (304, 306, 308, 310, 312, 314) and col. 4, lines 
31-41). 



Application/Control Number: 10/087,552 



Art Unit: 2674 



Page 6 



Regarding claim 12, Saxena teaches at least one identifier includes at least one user 
selectable feature that is operatively configured to provide at least one user input to said second 
computing device (Fig. 3, for example Fax (310); col. 4, lines 31-41). 

Regarding claim 13, a method comprising: generating graphical user interface (GUI) data 
suitable for being displayed on a display screen, the GUI data being associated with a program 
operatively configured on a computing device (col. 1, lines 47-54, Fig. 3 (302), Fig. 4 (400, 416) 
and col. 8, lines 28-37); that is configurable to be operatively coupled to another computing 
device, wherein said another computing device is connected to said display screen (Fig. 3 (316), 
Fig. 4, col. 4, lines 36-43 and col. 8, lines 32-37), and if displayed on said display screen said 
GUI data is configured to use substantially the full screen of said display screen (col. 9, lines 60- 
63 and Fig. 5 (504)). 

Saxena does not teach, "GUI data that includes data for displaying at least one identifier 
that identifies that said GUI data is associated with said computing device. 

Perroux teaches a computer program causing a formation of GUI objects, where each 
GUI object includes characteristics that distinguish its function from other functions within a 
group. See the abstract. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the .invention 
was made to modify Saxena' s communication programs to incorporate Perroux 's computer 
program for the purpose of distinguishing one graphical user interface (GUI ) object from 
another one. 
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Regarding claim 14, Saxena teaches that GUI data includes desktop GUI data associated 
with an operating system running on said computing device (col. 8, lines 8-25 and Fig. 3 (314)). 

Regarding claim 15, Saxena teaches that GUI data includes application GUI data 
associated with an application program running on said computing device (col. 7, lines 51-57 and 
Fig. 3 (312)). 

Regarding claim 16, Saxena teaches medium having computer-executable instructions 
(see the abstract) for performing acts comprising: displaying a first graphical user interface 
(GUI) on a display screen, the first GUI being associated with a program operatively configured 
on a first computing device (col. 1, lines 47-54, Fig. 3 (302), Fig. 4 (400, 416) and col. 8, lines 
28-37); and displaying a second GUI on said display screen over said first GUI (col. 1, lines 54- 
57, col 9, lines 52-59 and Fig. 5 (500, 504)), the second GUI being associated with a program 
(col. 1, lines 62-67 and col. 2, 1-4) operatively configured on a second computing device that is 
operatively connected to said first computing device (Fig. 3 (316), Fig. 4, col. 4, lines 36-43, and 
col. 8, lines 32-37), and wherein said second GUI is displayed on substantially the full screen of 
said display screen (col. 9, lines 60-63, Fig. 5 (504)). 

Saxena does not specifically teach "at least one identifier that identifies that the second 
GUI is not associated with said first computing device". 
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Perroux teaches a computer program causing a formation of GUI objects, where each 
GUI object includes characteristics that distinguish its function from other functions within a 
group. See the abstract. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify Saxena' s communication programs to incorporate Perroux' s computer 
program for the purpose of distinguishing one graphical user interface (GUI) object from another 
one. 

Regarding claim 17, Saxena teaches at least one of said first and said second GUIs is a 
desktop GUI associated with an operating system (col. 8, lines 8-25 and Fig. 3 (314)). 

Regarding claim 18, Saxena teaches at least one of said first and said second GUIs is an 
application GUI associated with an application program (col. 7, lines 51-57 and Fig. 3 (312)). 

Regarding claim 19, Saxena teaches at least one identifier is selectively displayed for a 
defined period of time and then no longer displayed until reactivated (col. 2, lines 1-7, col. 8, 
lines 48-61 and col. 14, lines 9-13. It would have been obvious to utilize one of the 
communication functions to assign an interval of time over which a display takes place). 

Regarding claim 20, Saxena teaches at least one identifier includes information 
identifying said second computing device (Fig. 3 (304, 306, 308, 310, 312, 314) and col. 4, lines 
31-41). 
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Regarding claim 21, Saxena teaches at least one identifier includes at least one user 
selectable feature that is operatively configured to provide at least one user input to said second 
computing device (Fig. 3. for example Fax (310); col. 4, lines 31-41). 

Regarding claim 22, Saxena teaches a computer-readable medium having computer- 
executable instructions (see the abstract) for performing acts comprising: generating graphical 
user interface (GUI) data suitable for being displayed on a display screen, the GUI data being 
associated with a program operatively configured on a computing device (col. 1, lines 47-54, 
Fig. 3 (302), Fig. 4 (400, 416) and col. 8, lines 28-37); that is configurable to be operatively 
coupled to another computing device, wherein said another computing device is connected to 
said display screen (Fig. 3 (316), Fig. 4, col. 4, lines 36-43 and col. 8, lines 32-37) and 
generating said GUI data such that if displayed on said display screen said GUI data uses 
substantially the full screen of said display screen (col. 9, lines 60-63 and Fig. 5 (504)). 

Saxena does not teach, "generating said GUI data to include data for displaying at least 
one identifier that identifies that said GUI data is associated with said computing device". 

Perroux teaches a computer program causing a formation of GUI objects, where each 
GUI object includes characteristics that distinguish its function from other functions within a 
group. See the abstract. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify Saxena's communication programs to incorporate Perroux's computer 
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program for the purpose of distinguishing one graphical user interface (GUI) object from another 
one. 

Regarding claim 23, Saxena teaches GUI data that includes desktop GUI data associated 
with an operating system running on said computing device (col. 8, lines 8-25 and Fig. 3 (314)). 

Regarding claim 24, Saxena teaches that GUI data includes application GUI data 
associated with an application program running on said computing device (col. 7, lines 51-57 and 
Fig. 3 (312)). 

Regarding claim 25, Saxena teaches a system comprising: a display screen; a 
communication link (Fig. 3, for example a sound card, speaker, col. 5, lines 34-37); a first 
computing device operatively coupled to said display screen and said communication link (Fig. 
3), and configured to display a first graphical user interface (GUI) on said display screen, the 
first GUI being associated with a program running on said first computing device (col. 1, lines 
47-54, Fig. 3 (302), Fig. 4 (400, 416) and col. 8, lines 28-37) ; a second computing device 
operatively coupled to said communication link (Fig. 3) and thusly said first computing device, 
said second computing device being configured to display a second GUI on said display screen 
over said first GUI (col. 1, lines 54-57, col. 9, lines 52-59 and Fig. 5 (500, 504)), the second 
GUI being associated with a program (col. 1, lines 62-67 and col. 2, 1-4) operatively configured 
on said second computing device, and wherein said second GUI is displayed on substantially the 
full screen of said display screen (col. 9, lines 60-63 and Fig. 5 (504)). 
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Saxena does not specifically teach "at least one identifier that identifies that the second 
GUI is not associated with said first computing device". 

Perroux teaches a computer program causing a formation of GUI objects, where each 
GUI object includes characteristics that distinguish its function from other functions within a 
group. See the abstract. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify Saxena' s communication programs to incorporate Perroux 5 s computer 
program for the purpose of distinguishing one graphical user interface (GUI) object from another 
one. 

Regarding claim 26, Saxena teaches at least one of said first and said second GUIs is a 
desktop GUI associated with an operating system (col. 8, lines 8-25 and Fig. 3 (314)). 

Regarding claim 27, Saxena teaches at least one of said first and said second GUIs is an 
application GUI associated with an application program (col. 7, lines 51-57 and Fig. 3 (312)). 

Regarding claim 28, Saxena teaches the second GUI is displayed in full screen mode on 
said display screen, such that none of said first GUI is visible to said user (col. 1, lines 47-61, 
col. 2, lines 1-7. It would have been obvious to utilize one of the communication functions in 
order to display extension panel screens overlapping the first interface screen). 

Regarding claim 29, Saxena teaches at least one identifier is selectively displayed for a 
defined period of time and then no longer displayed until reactivated (col. 2, lines 1-7, col. 8, 
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lines 48-61 and col. 14, lines 9-13. It would have been obvious to utilize one of the 
communication functions to assign an interval of time over which a display takes place). 

Regarding claim 30, Saxena teaches at least one identifier is reactivated after a defined 
period of time expires since said at least one identifier was last displayed (col. 2, lines 1-7, col. 8, 
lines 48-61 and col. 14, lines 9-13. It would have been obvious to utilize one of the 
communication functions to reactivate after an elapse of a predetermined time). 

Regarding claim 31, Saxena teaches at least one identifier is reactivated after the user 
causes a pointing device controlled cursor to enter into a defined region of said second GUI (col. 
2, lines 1-7, col. 8, lines 48-61 and col. 14, lines 9-13. It would have been obvious to utilize one 
of the communication functions to reactivate after an elapse of a predetermined time; col. 3, lines 
57-60 and Fig. 2 (222, 220)). 

Regarding claim 32, Saxena teaches a pointing device operatively coupled to said first 
computing device; and wherein said at least one identifier is reactivated after the user 
causes a pointing device controlled cursor to enter into a defined region of said second GUI and 
said cursor remains in said region for a definable period of time (col. 2, lines 1-7, col. 8, lines 48- 
61 and col. 14, lines 9-13. 

Regarding claim 33, Saxena teaches at least one identifier is selectively displayed based 
on at least one user keyboard input (It would have been obvious to utilize Saxena' s 
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communication functions for the purpose of identifying graphical user interfaces corresponding 
to different extension panel display screens; Fig. 2 (222, 221) and col. 3, lines 55-60). 

Regarding claim 34, Saxena teaches at least one identifier is selectively displayed by said 
second computing device (Fig. 3 (304, 306, 308, 310, 312, 314) and col. 4, lines 31-41). 

Regarding claim 35, Saxena teaches at least one identifier includes information 
identifying said second computing device (Fig. 3 (304, 306, 308, 310, 312, 314) and col. 4, lines 
31-41). 

Regarding claim 36, Saxena teaches at least one identifier includes at least one user 
selectable feature that is operatively configured to provide at least one user input to said second 
computing device (Fig. 3., for example Fax (310); col. 4, lines 31-41). 

Regarding claim 37, Saxena teaches an apparatus comprising: a computing device 
capable of being operatively connected to at least one other computing device through an 
interconnecting communication channel, said computing device having logic configured to 
generate graphical user interface (GUI) data suitable for display on a display screen (col. 1, lines 
47-54, Fig. 3 (302), Fig. 4 (400, 416) and col. 8, lines 28-37) coupled to said other computing 
device (Fig. 3 (316)), wherein if displayed on said display screen said GUI data is configured to 
use substantially the full screen of said display screen ( col. 9, lines 60-63 and Fig. 5 (504)). 

Saxena does not teach GUI data that includes data for displaying "at least one identifier 
that identifies that said GUI data is associated with said computing device". 
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Perroux teaches a computer program causing a formation of GUI objects, where each 
GUI object includes characteristics that distinguish its function from other functions within a 
group. See the abstract. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify Saxena 5 s communication programs to incorporate Perroux' s computer 
program for the purpose of distinguishing one graphical user interface (GUI) object from another 
one. 

Regarding claim 38, Saxena teaches that GUI data includes desktop GUI data associated 
with operating system logic configured on said computing device (col. 8, lines 8-25 and Fig. 3 
(314)). 

Regarding claim 39, Saxena teaches that GUI data includes application GUI data 
associated with application program logic configured on said computing device (col. 8, lines 8- 
25 and Fig. 3 (314)). 

Regarding claim 40, Saxena teaches a method comprising: displaying a first graphical 
user interface (GUI) on a display screen, the first GUI being associated with a first program (col. 
1, lines 47-54, Fig. 3 (302), Fig. 4 (400, 416) and col. 8, lines 28-37); and displaying a second 
GUI on said display screen over said first GUI (col. 1, lines 54-57, col. 9, lines 52-59 and Fig. 5 
(500, 504)), the second GUI being associated with a second program (col. 1, lines 62-67 and col. 
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2, lines 1-4), and wherein said second GUI is displayed on substantially the full screen of said 
display screen (col 9, lines 60-63 and Fig. 5 (504)). 

Saxena does not teach, "least one identifier that identifies that said second GUI is not 
associated with said first program". 

Perroux teaches a computer program causing a formation of GUI objects, where each 
GUI object includes characteristics that distinguish its function from other functions within a 
group. See the abstract. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify Saxena' s communication programs to incorporate Perroux's computer 
program for the purpose of distinguishing one graphical user interface (GUI) object from another 
one. 

Regarding claim 41, Saxena teaches at least one of said first and said second GUIs is a 
desktop GUI associated with an operating system (col. 8, lines 8-25 and Fig. 3 (314)). 

Regarding claim 42, Saxena teaches at least one of said first and said second GUIs is an 
application GUI associated with an application program (col. 7, lines 51-57 and Fig. 3 (312)). 

Regarding claim 43, Saxena teaches that the second GUI is displayed in full screen mode 
on said display screen, such that none of said first GUI is visible to said user (col. 1, lines 47-61, 
col. 2, lines 1-7. It would have been obvious to utilize one of the communication functions in 
order to display extension panel screens overlapping the first interface screen). 
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Regarding claim 44, Saxena teaches at least one identifier is selectively displayed for a 
defined period of time and then no longer displayed until reactivated (col. 2, lines 1-7, col. 8, 
lines 48-61 and col. 14, lines 9-13. It would have been obvious to utilize one of the 
communication functions to assign an interval of time over which a display takes place). 

Regarding claim 45, Saxena teaches at least one identifier is reactivated after a defined 
period of time expires since said at least one identifier was last displayed (col. 2, lines 1-7, col. 8, 
lines 48-61 and col. 14, lines 9-13. It would have been obvious to utilize one of the 
communication functions to reactivate after an elapse of a predetermined time). 

Regarding claim 46, Saxena teaches at least one identifier is reactivated after the user 
causes a pointing device controlled cursor to enter into a defined region of said second GUI (col. 
2, lines 1-7, col. 8, lines 48-61 and col. 14, lines 9-13. It would have been obvious to utilize one 
of the communication functions to reactivate after an elapse of a predetermined time; col. 3, lines 
57-60 and Fig. 2 (222, 220)). 

Regarding claim 47, Saxena teaches at least one identifier is reactivated after the user 
causes a pointing device controlled cursor to enter into a defined region of said second GUI 
and said cursor remains in said region for a definable period of time (col. 2, lines 1-7, col. 8, 
lines 48-61 and col. 14, lines 9-13. It would have been obvious to utilize one of the 
communication functions to reactivate after an elapse of a predetermined time; col. 3, 57-60, Fig. 
2 (222, 220)). 
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Regarding claim 48, Saxena teaches at least one identifier is selectively displayed based 
on at least one user keyboard input (It would have been obvious to utilize Saxena 5 s 
communication functions for the purpose of identifying graphical user interfaces corresponding 
to different extension panel display screens; Fig. 2 (222, 221) and col. 3, lines 55-60). 

Regarding claim 49, Saxena teaches at least one identifier includes information 
identifying said second program (Fig. 3 (304, 306, 308, 310, 312, 314) and col. 4, lines 31-41). 

Regarding claim 50, Saxena teaches at least one identifier includes at least one user 
selectable feature that is operatively configured to provide at least one user input to said second 
program (Fig. 3., for example Fax (310); col. 4, lines 31-41). 

Regarding claim 51, Saxena teaches said first program and said second program are 
operatively running on at least one processing unit within a single computer (Fig. 2 (202) and 
col. 3 and lines 28-46). 

Regarding claim 52, Saxena teaches said first program and said second program are 
operatively running on at processing units within different computers (Fig. 1 (102, 104), and col. 
3 and lines 28-46). 
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Regarding claim 53, Saxena teaches a computer readable medium having computer 
implement able instructions (see the abstract) for performing acts comprising: displaying a first 
graphical user interface (GUI) on a display screen, the first GUI being associated with a first 
program (col. 1, lines 47-54, Fig. 3 (302), Fig. 4 (400, 416) and col. 8, lines 28-37); and 
displaying a second GUI on said display screen over said first GUI, the second GUI being 
associated with a second program (Fig. 3 (316), Fig. 4, col. 4, lines 36-43 and col. 8, lines 32- 
37), and wherein said second GUI is displayed on substantially the full screen of said display 
screen (col. 9, lines 60-63, Fig. 5 (504)). 

Saxena does not specifically teach "at least one identifier that identifies that the second 
GUI is not associated with said first program". 

Perroux teaches a computer program causing a formation of GUI objects, where each 
GUI object includes characteristics that distinguish its function from other functions within a 
group. See the abstract. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify Saxena' s communication programs to incorporate Perroux' s computer 
program for the purpose of distinguishing one graphical user interface (GUI) object from another 
one. 

Regarding claim 54, Saxena teaches at least one of said first and said second GUIs is a 
desktop GUI associated with an operating system (col. 8, lines 8-25 and Fig. 3 (314)). 
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Regarding claim 55, Saxena teaches at least one of said first and said second GUIs is an 
application GUI associated with an application program (col. 7, lines 51-57 and Fig. 3 (312)). 

Regarding claim 56, Saxena teaches said second GUI is displayed in full screen mode on 
said display screen, such that none of said first GUI is visible to said user (col. 1, lines 47-61, 
col. 2, lines 1-7. It would have been obvious to utilize one of the communication functions in 
order to display extension panel screens overlapping the first interface screen). 

Regarding claim 57, Saxena teaches at least one identifier is selectively displayed for a 
defined period of time and then no longer displayed until reactivated (col. 2, lines 1-7, col. 8, 
lines 48-61 and col. 14, lines 9-13. It would have been obvious to utilize one of the 
communication functions to assign an interval of time over which a display takes place). 

Regarding claim 58, Saxena teaches at least one identifier is reactivated after a defined 
period of time expires since said at least one identifier was last displayed (col. 2, lines 1-7, col. 8, 
lines 48-61 and col. 14, lines 9-13. It would have been obvious to utilize one of the 
communication functions to reactivate after an elapse of a predetermined time). 

Regarding claim 59, Saxena teaches at least one identifier is reactivated after the user 
causes a pointing device controlled cursor to enter into a defined region of said second GUI (col. 
2, lines 1-7, col. 8, lines 48-61 and col. 14, lines 9-13. It would have been obvious to utilize one 
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of the communication functions to reactivate after an elapse of a predetermined time; col. 3, lines 
57-60 and Fig. 2 (222, 220)). 

Regarding claim 60, Saxena teaches at least one identifier is reactivated after the user 
causes a pointing device controlled cursor to enter into a defined region of said second GUI and 
said cursor remains in said region for a definable period of time (col. 2, lines 1-7, col. 8, lines 48- 
61 and col. 14, lines 9-13. It would have been obvious to utilize one of the communication 
functions to reactivate after an elapse of a predetermined time; col. 3, 57-60, Fig. 2 (222, 220)). 

Regarding claim 61, Saxena teaches at least one identifier is selectively displayed based 
on at least one user keyboard input (It would have been obvious to utilize Saxena 5 s 
communication functions for the purpose of identifying graphical user interfaces corresponding 
to different extension panel display screens; Fig. 2 (222, 221) and col. 3, lines 55-60). 

Regarding claim 62, Saxena teaches at least one identifier includes information 
identifying said second program (Fig. 3 (304, 306, 308, 310, 312, 314) and col. 4, lines 31-41). 

Regarding claim 63, Saxena teaches at least one identifier includes at least one user 
selectable feature that is operatively configured to provide at least one user input to said second 
program (Fig. 3., for example Fax (310); col. 4, lines 31-41). 
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Regarding claim 64, Saxena teaches said first program and said second program are 
operatively running on at least one processing unit within a single computer (Fig. 2 (202) and 
col. 3 and lines 28-46). 

Regarding claim 65, Saxena teaches said first program and said second program are 
operatively running on at processing units within different computers (Fig. 1 (102, 104), and col. 
3 and lines 28-46). 

Conclusion 

3. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. The following art is cited for further reference. 

6,61 1,276 to Muratori et al. 

4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Abbas I. Abdulselam whose telephone number is 571-272-7685 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 9:00 A.M. to 5:30 P.M. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Patrick Edouard can be reached on 571-272-7603. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
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applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Abbas Abdulselam 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2674 
June 3, 2005 
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